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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1)^ Responsive to communication^) filed on 22 December 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 C D. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) E3 Claim(s) 14-9. 12-18 and 22-34 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) ^ Claim(s) 32-34 is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1.4-9. 12-1 8 and 22-31 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

3. Regarding claim 1 , the phrase "that optionally" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because through broadest reasonable interpretation, the term "optionally" can be 
interpreted as the counterbalancing mechanism not necessarily being capable of 
changing the center of mass of the vehicle. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1, 9, 12, 14, 15, and 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Poulsen in view of Thibodeau. 

Poulsen discloses a method for subduing a fire comprising the steps of moving a 
vehicle supporting a jet engine to a location in front of the fire, operating a jet turbine to 
draw surrounding ambient air to form an exhaust, directing the exhaust in a desired 
direction to fight the fire, and forcing fire retardant under pressure into the exhaust of the 
turbine from a separate retardant supply tank 19. Thibodeau teaches a vehicle 
comprising an adjustable counterbalancing mechanism 16 separate and independent 
from the turbine and secured to the vehicle in which the mechanism 16 is configured to 
change the center of mass of the vehicle when necessary to allow greater traction for 
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the vehicle. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have attached the jet engine of Poulsen to a vehicle having 
the ability to change the center of mass of the vehicle as taught by Thibodeau to provide 
greater traction for the vehicle to counter the exhaust of the jet engine. Since the 
turbine of Poulsen is pivotally mounted on a horizontal axis in order to aim the turbine, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made that the exhaust can be directed directly at or in front of the front wall of the 
flames and not above the fire if so desired by an operator. Poulsen also discloses using 
a liquid fire retardant however, one having ordinary skill in the art would recognize that 
inert particulate can be used in place of the liquid and that various fire fighting 
particulates are known to be environment friendly such as sandstone and limestone 
powders for example. The vehicle and jet engine will be counterbalanced the 
combination of the vehicle brakes and by mounting the jet engine to a base plate 52 via 
the bolts 55 in which the engine is adjustably mounted and can be mounted to the bed 
of a truck. Regarding the plurality of the fuel tanks and pumps as recited in claim 25, it 
has been that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only 
routine skill in the art. 

5. Claims 4-6, 13, 16, 28, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Poulsen in view of Thibodeau as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Cottrell et al. 

Cottrell et al. teach solid fire extinguishing compositions comprising sand or limestone 
dust which are effective in extinguishing fires. It would have been obvious to one 
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having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have used sand or 
limestone dust as a fire retardant in the device of Poulsen and Thibodeau as taught by 
Cottrell et al. to effectively fight various fires. 

6. Claims 7, 8, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Poulsen in view Thibodeau as applied to claim 1 above and further in 
view of McBride. 

McBride teaches a fire fighting method in which either or both water and a second 
retardant are used to douse the fire. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have used either or both water and 
a second retardant to douse the fire as taught by McBride for effectively subduing the 
fire. 

7. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Poulsen 
in view of Thibodeau. 

Since the supply of retardant is pressurized, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to use a compressor to pressurize the retardant to force the 
retardant through the conduit. 

8. Claims 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Poulsen in view Thibodeau as applied to claim 27 above and further in view of 
Relyea et al. 

Relyea et al. teach a fire fighting vehicle comprising a moveable crane boom affixed to a 
vehicle and a rotatable nozzle 24 attached to the crane. It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have placed 
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the nozzle of Poulsen on a crane boom as taught by Relyea et al. to raise the nozzle to 
required heights to fight fires and placing the crane on the vehicle of Thibodeau. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 32-34 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. The patent to Biller et al. is pertinent to Applicant's invention. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Davis D. Hwu whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4904. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Dave Scherbel can 
be reached on 571 -272-491 9. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status 
of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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